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. Shadows.

PETER ANDERSON,

How lony the primel carth in datkness
lay,
Though circling round the very
souree of light ;
By its own vapors blotting out the day,
Delying the sun itscl” to break its
night |

And in the twilight of that torrid clime,
That knew no day for trailing cen.
turies,
What awful monsters bred amid the
slime
‘That gathered in the gloomy, sunless
scas)

But ever deeper through the parting
gloom
Pietced the sharp solvent of the sun.
light down,
Tilt every valicy started inlo bloom
And cvery mountain wore a golden
crown,

May it not be, that like the prima)
eatth,

" 'The clouds that cling around us are

our awn ;

In our own supecrstitions have their
birth ;

Bave in cur fughtened fancics denser
grown ?

O, friends, press onward ; let us ever
hope
That **good will be the final goal of
iny
Though in thick datkness hall the
vorld may grope,
And shadowy spectres stalk around
us siill.
The sun of Tryth shall burn the shades
at Jast
In the fierce heat of hus resistless fire,
' sthowy-perhaps—the shagows of
the past
Were shadowy wings that slowly
-raised us higher,

§f we would fling our blinding fears
away,
Unto ourselves be true, be brave and
strong,
The datkness soon would brighten into
day,
And every discord burst into a song.

Hepworth, Ont.

The Family.

t———

The EvaxciList has been coming
to me regularly for some time, and 1
begin to appreciate its visits more and
mote. I have been invited by the
editor to contribute something to its
columne.  [his 1 gladly do, hoping in
this way ta make the acquaintance of
the brethren in the upper provinces,
As a regular contributer to the Cliris
tian, of St. John, N. B, I-am known in
most of the homes in the Matitime
1 would like to sec us have
a grand annual mecting for the whole
Dominion some time, sa that bretheen
from all the provinces in our Dominion
could come together.  What a meeting
we would havel I hope some time to
enjoy such a mecting.

But I am going to tell you about a
speech the pastor of the Christian
Church of this town made during the
week of prayer. I cannot 1ell you
evary word he said, for the speech was
delivered exiempore, but I will give you
the substance of it.  The subject was,
“The family” ‘The family is of
Divine origin. Mardiage is the founda.
tion of the home. A great many make
amistake at the start,  “Mamy in
haste and repent at leisure,” is true
oftener than we think, How carcfully
the relarions eaisting between husband
2nd wife—parents and children—shou'd
be attended to in th.ir proper piace

and time.  How many unhappy homes
there are, all on account of this neglect,
What great responsibility there is rest-
ing upon parents. Souls are committed
to their keeping,  Fathers! Mothers |
Please attend to the follawing ideas :
1st. In teaining children commence
with them young 4 be kind, but firm;
do not show temper before them. My
work as a preacher of the Gospel calls
me into tnany homes. I have labored
as an evangelist for scveral years, and
in that capacity have been into 2 great
many homes, Now, [ have gone into
houses and the chi'dren were very un.
ruly—rude at the table and saucy to
parents.  ‘The mother would sigh and
say, @ These childeen only act that way
when there are strangers in.”  DBut, of
course, I know better.  Children that
arc trained propeely when there are ho
strangers about will ac propetly when
there are people visiting the house.

When your child is old enough, you
send it to school. It now enters upon
a new stage of action, New and dil-
ferent influences are brought to bear
upon its mind. Qur children go to
school that they may have their intel.
lects trained in a sysiematic manner for
some useful profession. But how often
we find that while the mind is being
filled with a stock of knowledge, the
heart is being depraved and seeds of an
immoral character are sown. The
children Jearn more than what the
teacher tells them. 1If all children were
brought up in Christian homes, with
the fear and love of God always before
them, then thie danger might not exist ;
but your children have to mingle with
those who have had no religious train.
ing, who use obscene language and
perforin immoral actions. Here lies
the danger. How can it be counter-
acted? There is only one way, and
that is, to win the confidence of your
children by love ; get them to tell you
everything, and youcan thendo a great
deal towards keeping them from the
evil. ‘There are certain things that
parents should teach their chiidren at
the proper time that I fear are often
neglected, and they get them from
other children in such a way as to leave
an impress for evil all the days of their
lives.

After the training when yourg and
the catly school days are over, another
consideration arises before us.  Parents
are anxious for their children to be
educated ; they are anxious for them to
have good clothes—1o nj.y.cat in society
A lthese are not tu be compared with
their souls’ salvation. While they are
young is the time to remember their
Creator,  They may'never live to be
old.

Christian parents, some who read
this, have you sons and daughters yet
unconverted >  What are you doing
about it? Do you believe that unless
they accept Chust they are /s, LosT?
You don't want that, do you? Have
you been careless about your own de.
vouons of late? Have the cares of
this life come between you and youtr
duty toward God and the fanuly? The
Lord wnwites you and all your family
into the atk of safety.  [tisa happy
day when Jesus comes into our homes
and entets the hearts of ourloved ones,
It will be a happy day when God
gathers all ts children from the four
winds of heaven. Oh! for that home
over there—sons and daughters of the
Lotd God Almighty.  flut I leave the
matter with you for the present, 1
shall write again and tell you something
about our work and ocur workers on
this heautiful istand of the sea,

. W. H. Harpixne,
Summerside, P. E. Tsland,

We could all be great men if we
could be measured by the great things

we intend to do to-morrow.

The Commission vs. Denomina-
tionalism.

X.

T. 0, KNOWLES,

‘The Commission properly translated,
for the correct meaning of the word
baptizo is simply a question of correc
translation, rather than of interpretation;
with this word correctly translated
thercfore, the Commission plainly
teads: “Go ye therefore and make
disciples of all the nations, immersing
them,” cte.  * He that believeth and
is immersed shall be saved;"” and in the
fulfllment of the Commission by the
Apostles, “Repent ye, and be im-
mersed every onc of you,” ete.  This
ts plainly the law and authouty for
fmmersion n the Chnstian system;
Christ himself is its Authority,

But according to the Edinburgh
Cyclopediz, the first law {or sprinkling
was obtained in the following manner:
““ Pope Stephen II, being driven from
Rome by the Lombards in 753, fled to
Pepin, who had usurped the Crown of
France. While theie, the monks of
Ctessy, in Brittany, asked him this ques-
tion: 'Isitlawful,in case of necessity
occasioned by sickness, to baptize an
infant by pouring water on its head
from a cup of the hands2” The Pope
replied, ** Such baptism, petformed in
such a case of necessity, shall be ac.
coynted valid” “‘This,” says Basnage,
“was accounted the first law against
immersion.” iiere, then, we have the
contrast clearly stated.  Immersion
rests upon the authority of Jesus Christ
the ' Head of the chu~sh.”  Sprinkling
and pouting rest upon the Pope for
authority.  This baptism (falsely so
called), authosized by the church of
Rome, was accepted by Protestantism
in the reformation without carcful en.
quity into its validity,gs were many
other customs of lbc‘!_zol‘c-Cl_chh.

Men's minds were 108 much under
the influence of tradition to give the
authority of the Bible all reverence
due, Dut that this is not the New
Testament and Apostolic baptism
commanded by Jesus Christ, pro-
claimed by the Apostles, and practiced
by the Apostolic church, is, we be-
lieve, sustained by the clearest and
most adundant proof, denominational
powring and sprinkling lo the contrary,
notwithstanding. Now (1), in the fitst
place, let it be clearly understood, that
there is no controversy over fmmersion,
whethee or not, it is proper Christion
baptism, for \here is no guestion about
the genuineness of immersion what.
ever. It is aafversally admitted, that
fmmersion twas practiced in the Aposto-
lic Church; and an immersed believer
will be accepted in .any I'rotestant
church to-day, as a seripturally daphized
pesson.  Thus, Calvin (Presbyterian),
says, " It is certain that immersion was
the practice of the ancient church.”
And Dr. Wall (Episcopal}, says,
““Their general and ordinary way was
to baptize by immeision, or dipping
the person, whether it was an infant or
grown man or woman, inlo  water,
. . . when it was in all probability, 1he
way by which our blessed Saviour, and
for certain was the most usual and
ordinary way by which the ancient
Christians did receive their baptism.”
And Bishop S. Cleveland Coxe, of
Buffalo, speaking of immersion says,
w I with that all Christians wonld re
store the primitive practice’ Richard
Baxter (Presbytenan), says, It is
commonly confessed by us to the
Anabaplists as our commentators dJe
clare, that in the Apo:tles’ time
the baptized were dipped over head in
the water, and this signified their pro-
fersion both of believing the burial and
the resutrection of Christ.” D Ly-
man Coleman says, ¥ We cannot tesist

the conviction, that this mode of bap-

lism (sprinkling), was the fiest depariure
from the feachiing and example of the
Apostles on this subject, . ., . . for
immersion was unquestionably very
carly the common mode of baptism.”

And John Wesley, in his notes on
Rom. vi. 4, says, ** We are buricd with
Him, alluding 1o the ancient manner
of baptizing by immicrsion.” Adam
Clatk gives the same testimony.
Commenting on Col. ii. t2, he says,
" Buried with Him in bapfism,” al-
luding to the immersion practiced in
the case of adulls, whercin the person
appeared to be buried under the water,
as Christ was butied in the heart of
the earth.”  And MacKnight says, on
Rom. \vi. 4, that Christ “submiuned 1o
be baptized, that 18, to be dursed under
the teater by John, and to he raised
oot of it agan,” cte,  True it is that
immersion is not on trhl in the con.
troversy about baptiverat all, it being
accepted as genuine and apostolic by
both Catholics and Protestants,  And
it must be admitted by all, that this
Jact alone, gives immession the ranfage
ground over sprinkling and pounng.
For it is over their pretended claim to
«cnuineness and apostolic authority,
that the whole controversy exists,
Tnese are on trial befor: ths bar of
universal scholatship,  Spriniling and
pouring are held to be spurous and
anti-christian Ly a large portion of the
Christian world, and are therefore con-
scientiously rejected. Now, as Dean
Stanley says, * Baptism by sprickling
was rejeched by the whole  ancient
chatch . . .. as mo Saplitm al all”

In the second place (2), the highest
scholatship, both Catholic and Protes.
tant,agreethatthe literal meaning of éap-
tizo is immersion, and that powring and
sprinkling are out of the question alto-
gether, as primary meanings of the
word. We must let some of the many
who have thus testified speak for them-
‘selves on the question, Spdce will
only allow of.2 few being heard. D,
Dollinger {Catholic), of Bonn' Uni
versity, says, ' At first Christian bap-
tism commonly took place in the
Jordan; . . . . like that of St. John
it was by istmtersion of the whole person,
which is the only meaning of the New
Testament word. A mere pouring or
sprinkling was wever thought of” .
Joseph De Vicecomes, of Milan,
states ; 1 will refure that false nation
that baptism was adminisicred in the
primilive ¢hurch by pouring ar sptink-
ling”  And Bishop Dossuet says, *“ It
is a fact most certainly avowed in the
reformation, although some will cavil
at it, that baptism was fnstefuted by im.
mersing the whole lody into water;
that Jesus Chrint received it so, and
caused it to be 3o given by His
Apostles ; that the Scripture knows so
other baptism than this ; that antiquity
so understeod and practiced it, that
the word wsclf iinplies it, %0 daptize
being the same as fo dip, . . . . Nay,
Luther has observed that the Gernian
word signifying baptism was devived
from thence, and this sacrament named
Tauf, from profundity or depth, be.
cause the baptized were deeply plunged
wmile water.” De, Wall {(Episcoplian),
says, * Onc would have thought that
the c~!d countries should have been
the first that should have clanged the
custom from dipping to affusion, . .
But Ly history it appears that the cold
cliates held the custom of dipping as
long as ony. . . . . . The oftices or
liturgies for public baplism n the
church of England did all along, so far
as I can learn, enjoin dipping without
any sention of p. utieg and speinkiing.”
Dean Sianley again says, “Baptism
was not only a bath, but a plusge—an
entire submersion in the deep water.”
And Dean Alford says, * The baptism
was administered in the day time, by
immersion of the whole person.”

Bishop Smith, of Kentucky, who
imurersed his own child, says; *' Im-
mersion was not only universal six or
cight hundred years ago, but it was
primitive and apastolic, no case of bap.
tism standing on record by any cther
mode (or the first three hundred years,
except the few cases of those baptized
clinically, lying in bed. If any one
practice of the eatly church s clealy
established, it #s fwumersion”  Bishop
A. Cleveland Coxe, of Bullalo, said, as
late as Ap i), 18g0; (¢) “ The word
means to dip,  (2) I think the *sacred
writers' used the word in the primary
sense, but also for other washings wh:ch
were not dippings. {3) In
the church of Ergland dipping is even
now the primary rule,  Dut it is not
the otdinary custom.” Ca'vin says,
“The word baptize signifies 70 tmr.
merse, and it is certain that the rite of
immersion was obseeved by the ancient
church.”  And Beza, also a Presby.
terian, says, ** Christ commanded us
to be baptized, by which word it is
cerlain fmmerifon i signified” “To
he baptized in water signifies no other
than to be fmmersed in water, which is
the external ceremony of baptism,”
And once more we hear Dean Stanley
saying, “Therc can be no question
that the ariginal form 'of baptism—~the
very meaning of the word-<was com-
plete immersion in the decp baptismal
waters.”  Mr. Campbell gives in his
" Christisn Baptism,” the language of
Dr. Mcde as lollows :  “ There was o
such thing as sprinkiing or rantismos
used in baptism in the apostles’ times,
nor many ages after them.,” Dr,
Chalmers says,  The otiginal meaning
of the word bapusm is immersion,”
Acd Philip Schaff, D.D,, LL. D.,
says, “The baptism of Cheist in the
river of Jordan, and the illustrations of
baptism used in the New Testament
are «all in favor of immersion ather
thansprinkling, as is freely .admitted
by the best exegetes, Catholic and Pro-
testant, English and German.” In
their splendid work, “The Life and
Epistles of St, Paul,” Conybeare and
Howson, commenting on Rom, vi. 4,
says, ‘' This passage can not be under.
stood unless it be bornes in mind that
primitive baplism was by fmmersion.”
In 1885, Dr. Adolf Harnock, of
Giessen, wrote to C. K. W, Dobbs,
D.D.: (1) Baptism undoubtedly sig-
nifies immersion (cintauchen). (2)
No proof can be found that it signifies
any thing else in the New Testament,
and in the most ancient Christian
literature.  And Dr. George Campbell
says, “The word baplizein, both in
sacred authors and in classical, signi-
fics to dip, 10 plunge, to immerse.”
And the testimony of Prof. Gaston
Bonet (Methodist),—Mauty, Paris, is,
* The literal meaning of the Greek
word baptizein,isto plunge, 10immerse,
to dip.”

‘The following will be found n M.
Wesley's  journal, Feb. 21, 1736
* Mary Welsh, aged eleren days, was
baptized according 1o the eusfom of the
Jirst ciurch, and the rule of the church
of England, by émmersion,” Agan n
his journal he reco-ds that in Warmick,
Ga., in 1737, he was tried by the
counts of the land for (and on other
charges as foolish), * Refusing to bap-
tire Mr. Parker’s child, otherwise than
by dipping, except the parents would
certify that it was weak and not able

LI

tobear it  Here is what Adam Clatk -

says: A Saption, Com. I(f, 17:8
344. “That the bapsm of John was
by plunging the body . . , . scems to
appear from those things which are re-
lated of him, namely, that he bapliced
in Jordan, that he baptized in Ewon,
becanse there 10as muck twater there ;
and that Christ being baptized came
up out of the :water, to which (hat

seems (o be parallel, Acts viii, 18.
Philis and the enuneh went doton snte
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